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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 12 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vuong (US 20030195037) and in view of Holch (US 6280328) 

3. Regarding claims 1 and 12, Vuong discloses a gaming system, comprising: 

• a gaming server (Fig 1 , part 1 24); and 

• a communication network capable of providing communication between the gaming 
server and each one of a plurality of player stations remote from the gaming server 
(P19, 1 - 2), each player station being capable of rendering to a corresponding 
player a simulation of at least one game of chance (P1 1 , 4 - 6) and enabling the 
player to place a wager on a turn of the at least one game of chance (P1 0.1-3) 
characterised in that 

• the gaming server records transaction data relating to each wager placed by any 
player on each turn of the at least one game of chance, the transaction data 
including at least the size of the wager, the time and date of the wager, an outcome 
of the turn of the game of chance, a geographic location of the player station on 
which the wager was placed by the player, and an outcome of the turn of the game 
of chance (an outcome of the turn will indicate a status of the wager, for example the 
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status being successful if the outcome of the turn of the game is a favourable 
outcome, and the status being unsuccessful if the outcome of the turn of the game is 
not a favourable outcome) (P39, 8 - 16, P12, 1 - 4) 

Vuong fails to explicitly that each player station having a unique identification code 
and the transaction data include the time and date of the wager. Holch teaches that 
each player station having a unique identification code (I.e. player terminal number 
(l.e.100a, 100b and 100c)) (Fig 1;Col 8, 17-20). Holch also teaches that the 
transaction data include the time and date of the wager (Col 8, 17 - 20). Therefore, all 
the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have 
combined the elements by known methods for the purpose of providing a more efficient 
gaming facility management/player wager tracking system to the gaming operators, with 
no change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results. Furthermore, in order for the audit system describe in Voung to 
usefully perform that function & in order for the data to be useful in the event of a 
dispute between the casino and the player, Vuong's system would require a gaming 
system identifier & date/time stamp. 

4. Regarding claims 4 and 15, Vuong also discloses that the gaming server 
maintains on the gaming system maintains a register of all players who utilize the 
gaming system to play the at least one game of chance (P31 , 1 -3). Vuong also 
discloses that the register stores, for each player, a player identity (P31 , 1-3). Vuong 
also discloses that player identify is verified using the identification card (P31, 1-3; P 39, 
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1-7), in order for the each identification card to function properly, each card must include 
a unique code. 

5. Regarding claims 5 and 1 6, Vuong also discloses the player terminal require any 
player to be identified before commencing play of the at least one game of chance (P41 , 
1-4, Fig 2). Vuong also discloses that the server maintains a log file (transaction data 
file) for each player (P43, 1 - 9; Fig 2), which means that each transaction/wager data 
file is based on (include) the identity of the player. 

6. Claims 2 - 3, 10 - 11, 13 - 14 and 21 -22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Vuong (US 20030195037) and in view of Holch (US 
6280328) and further in view of Nelson(US 6935958) 

7. Regarding claims 2 and 1 3, Vuong discloses that the geographic location of any 
player station is stored in a player station database associated with the gaming server 
(P39, 8-16; the examiner is interpreting the log file as the claimed player station 
database). The combination of Vuong and Holch teach the invention substantially as 
claimed, but fail to explicitly teach the method of indexing plurality of player station 
according to the unique identification codes of the plurality of player stations. Nelson 
teaches the method of indexing plurality of player station according to the unique 
identification codes of the plurality of player stations (Col 1 0, table 1 ; Col 8, 48 - 49). 
Therefore, all the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art 
could have combined the elements by known methods for the purpose of improving the 
efficiency of the gaming database operations, with no change in their respective 
functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results. 
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8. Regarding claims 3 and 14, Nelson also teaches that the gaming system (I.e. a 
server) includes a translation table that has geographic location of any player station 
(I.e. the location can be the keno game area of a casino) and the unique identification 
code corresponding to the geographic location (I.e. ID# 1922) (Col 10, table 1 and lines 
13 - 23), which means the gaming system/server can derive the geographic location of 
any player stations (from the player station database) by means of using the unique 
identification code of that player station as an index. 

9. Regarding claims 1 0 and 21 , Nelson also teaches that any player station accepts 
wagers in one of a number of different standard wager denominations (I.e. $1 or $0.25 
denomination), each one of the number of different standard wager denominations 
being a predetermined integral (I.e. $1) or fractional (I.e. $0.25) number of units of credit 
(Col 10, table 1). 

10. Regarding claims 1 1 and 22, Nelson also teaches that the gaming system/player 
station database stores, for each player station, a corresponding standard wager 
denomination (.e. $1 or $0.25 denomination) for wagers placed by a player at that 
player station, the wager denomination of any particular player station being derivable 
from the player station database by means of the unique identification code of that 
player station as an index (Col 10, table 1; as shown in the table, the gaming 
system/player station database lists a unique identification code of a player station and 
the corresponding wager denomination for that station, which means that the wager 
denomination of any particular player station being derivable by means of using the 
unique identification code of that player station as an index) 
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11. Claims 6 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vuong (US 20030195037) and in view of Holch (US 6280328) as applied to 
claim 5 and 12 above and further in view of Joao (US 20030224854) 

12. Regarding claims 6 and 17, the combination of Vuong and Holch teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, but fail to explicitly teach an administration facility 
communicable with the gaming server by means of the communication network, the 
administration facility being configurable to determine a total gross win or loss for each 
individual player in the register. Joao teaches an administration facility (I.e. gaming 
facility computer 30) communicable with the gaming server (part 1 0) by means of the 
communication network (Fig 1 ; P280, 1 - 11; P46, 1 - 22). Jaso also teaches that the 
administration facility being configurable to determine a total gross win or loss for each 
individual player (user) in the register (P636, 1 - 7). Therefore, all the claimed elements 
were known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the elements 
by known methods for the purpose of providing additional player wagering information 
to the gaming operators/improving the efficiency of a casino management system, with 
no change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results. 

13. Claims 7, 9, 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vuong (US 20030195037) and in view of Holch (US 6280328) 
and Joao (US 20030224854) as applied to claim 6 and 17 above and further in view 
of Mothwurf (US 6712695) 
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14. Regarding claims 7 and 18, the combination of Vuong, Holch and Joao teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, but fail to explicitly teach that the administration 
facility accumulates, in an accumulation account, a proportion of all wagers placed by 
any player on any of the plurality of player stations whose geographic location falls 
within a selectable geographic area. Mothwurf teaches that a gaming system (which 
can include an administration facility) accumulates, in an accumulation account (I.e. 
jackpot account), a proportion of all wagers placed by any player on any of the plurality 
of player stations whose geographic location falls within a selectable geographic area 
(Col 1 3, 42 - 49; Col 1 2, 55 - 58). Therefore, all the claimed elements were known in 
the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the elements by known 
methods for the purpose of stimulating player interest/increasing casino revenue, with 
no change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results. 

15. Regarding claims 9 and 20, the gaming system (I.e. administration facility) 
reimburses the community in respect of a total of all wagers (I.e. 5% of the total of all 
wagers) placed at any player station whose geographic location falls within the 
selectable geographic area. (Col 13, 42-49; Col 12, 55 - 58). 

16. Claims 8 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vuong (US 20030195037) and in view of Holch (US 6280328), Joao (US 
20030224854) and Mothwurf (US 6712695) as applied to claim 7 and 18 above and 
further in view of Gerrard (US 20040048644) 
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17. Regarding claims 8 and 19, the combination of Vuong, Holch, Joao and Mothwurf 
teach the invention substantially as claimed, but fails to explicitly teach that the limitation 
of reimbursing a community of player/player stations in respect of the gross loss at all 
player stations in the community. Gerrard teaches the method of reimbursing a 
community of player/player stations in respect of the gross loss at all player stations in 
the community (P122, 4 - 8). Therefore, all the claimed elements were known in the 
prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the elements by known methods 
for the purpose of providing additional rewards to players/stimulating player interest, 
with no change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results. 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-22 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WEI LI whose telephone number is (571)270-3760. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (alternative Friday off) 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Vo can be reached on (571 ) 272-4690. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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